i]                 COMPATIBLE WITH DESIGN.                17

find in nature is not destroyed by showing that what
we deemed to be a designed result is really an inevit-
able consequence of something else, and that again an
inevitable consequence of something still farther back,
and so on till we can proceed no farther. It is only
when we attribute a sort of self-existence to those
second causes that are the farthest we have been able
to reach, refusing to look behind them, or else when
we assume that the chain of causation which we have
been able to trace a certain way backward must be
capable of indefinite continuation in the same sort of
direction by methods of the same character, that we
eliminate design from our thoughts. The former is
arbitrarily to shut our eyes to all that lies outside
the ken of science ; the latter is to presume upon our
ignorance, and affirm that we can as it were draw a
complete curve from a limited portion of it which
alone is given to us.

Nevertheless it is, I think, the case that we are
not so overwhelmingly convinced of design through a
study of nature as the man would be in the supposed
case of the watch. Why is this ? It arises, I think,
from the circumstance that in the case of the watch
the supposed civilised observer sees things which,
though he may never have seen or heard of them
before, are nevertheless analogous to what he or Ms
fellow-men can make; whereas, in the case of the
phenomena presented to us by nature, when we have

2